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, BEFORE THE
BOARD OF REGISTERED NURSING
- DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation Against: | Case No. 2013-230

LIZA QCAMPO ASPIRAS DEFAULT DECISION AND ORDER
305 67th Avenue : ‘ : C

Schererville, IN 46375 - \
Registered Nurse License No. 461805 [Gov. Code, §11520]

Respondent.

FINDINGS OF FACT

R 1. On or about October 2, 2012, Complaman;c Louise R. Bgiley, MEd, R.N,, iﬁ her
official capa;:ity as the Execut_ive Officer of the Board of Registered Nursi'ng, Department of
Consumer Affairs, filed' Accusation No. 2013-230 against Liza Océmpo Aspiras (“Respondent”)
before the Boa:rd of Registered Nursing. (Accusation attached as Exhibit A.) '

. - 2. Onorabout March 31, 1991, the Board of Registered Nursmg (“Board”) issued
Registered Nurse License No. 461805 to Respondent. The Registered Nurse License expired on

"November 30, 2010, and has not been renewed.
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3. On or about October 2, 2012, Respondent was served by Certified and First Class
Ma11 oop1es of Accusation No. 2013-230, Statement to Respondent Notice of Defense Request

for Discovery, and Dlscovery Statutes (Government Code sections 11507.5, 11507 6, and

ii507 7) at Respondent's address of record which, pursuant to California Code of Regulat1ons .
trtle 16, section 1409.1, is required to be reported and maintained with the Board. Respondent's
address of record was and is: 305 67th Avenue, Schererville, IN 46375. -

4,  Service of the Accusation was effective as a matter of law under the provisions of

Government Code section 11505, subdivision (©) and/or Business & Professions Code section

- 124" e ."—". T B T e ep— T R

5. The aforemenuoned documents descrlbed in Paragraph 3 were not returned by the

U.S. Postal Serv1ce

6. - Government Code section 11506 states, in pertinent part:

N (c) The respondent shall be ent1t1ed 10 a hearing on the merits if the respondent
files a notice of defense, and the notice shall be deemed a specrﬁc denial of all parts -
of the accusation not expressly admitted. Failure to file a notice of defense shall
constitute a waiver of respondent's right to a hearing, but the agency in its discretion
may nevertheless grant a hearing. :

7. Respondent failed to file a Notice of Defense thhin'l 5 days after service upon her of

the Accusation, and therefore waived her right to a hearing on the merits of Accusation No. 2013-
2,30. | _ ‘
8.  California Government Code section 11520 states, in pertinent part:'

(a) If the respondent either fails to file a notice of defense or to appear at the
hearing, the agency may take action based upon the respondent's express admissions .
. or upon other evidence and affidavits may be used as evrdence without any notice to
respondent.

9 - Pursuant ‘to' its authority under AGovernrnent Code section 11520, the Board finds
Respondent is in'default. The Board will take action without further hearing and, based on the
relevant evidence contained in the Default Decision Evidence Packet in this matter, as well as
taking official notice of all the investigatory reports, exhibits and statements contained therein on

file at the Board's offices regarding the allegations contained in Accusation No. 2013-230, finds -

DEFAULT DECISION AND ORDER
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that the charges and allegatwns in Accusatlon No. 2013~230 are separately and severally, found
tobe true and correct by clear and conv1nc1ng ev1dence e

-10. Taking official notice of its own internal records pursuant to Business and
'P”rot'es_monsw Co—cle;ectron—lggg -1t rswherebywdeterﬁrnmed that- the ;as_onable costsvfo—rwInvevstl gahon
and Enforcement is $952.50 as of November 6, 2012, |

. DETERMINATION OF ISSUES :

1. : Based on the foregomg findings of fact, Respondent Liza Ocampo Asp1ras has
subj ected her Reglstered Nurse License No. 461 805 to dlsc1p11ne _
o | 2 ~ The agency has jurisdiction to ad_1ud1cate this case by default T |
Nurse Llcense based upon the followmg v1olat10ns alleged in the Accusatton whmh are supported
by the ev1dence contamed in the Default De01s1on Ev1dence Packet in this case:
| _ (a)’ Busmess and Profess1ons Code sectron 2761 subd1v1s1on (a)(4) on the grounds
of unprofessional conduct because on or about December 14, 2009 in case entltled In z‘he Matz‘er ’
of the License of Lzza Aspzras, RN, License No 281471 324, the Indiana State Board of Nursmg

(“Ind1ana Board”) adopted a settlement agreement and. 1ssued an order wh1ch placed

|| reasons underlylng the Ind1ana Board’s order were that on: or- -about December 7 2006

Respondent was charged with exp101tat10n of an endangered adult and theft, both felomes On or
about October 17, 2007, Respondent was also charged w1th conversmn The cr1m1na1 charges |
alleged as follows: |

(1) Inor about August 2002, Respondent began employment as the
admtmstrator of Chrlst1an Home Health Care Serv1ces, Inc. (“Chnstlan Home”) ‘This Job
requ1red Respondent tobea reglstered nurse. On October 19, 2004 Respondent obtamed power
“of attorney from an elderly pat1ent M.D., who was using Respondent and Chrlstlan Home for
health care serv1ces .On March 21, 2005 Respondent cashed out M.D.’s retlrement annulty in
the amount of $69,679.50 and deposﬂ_edthe. money in an account in her name and MDS name.
Respondent wrote a v$2,000_ check and av$60,000 check to her employees at Christian Home.

3

3. The Board of Reg1stered Nursmg is authonzed to revoke R’espondent's Registered

Respondent’s nursing license on mdeﬁmte probatlon subJ ect to certam termis and condltlons The o

DEFAULT DECISION AND ORDER | -
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Respondent made other miscellaneous withdrawals and depleted the balance of the account.
M.D. claimed she had not given Respondent permission to cash out the annuity. Respondent
failed to provide M.D. or M.D.’s appointed guardian with an accounting of the rnoney

Respondent agreed toa snpulated pre-tnal d1vers1on agreement condmoned upon payment of

restltuuon in the amount of $64,067.18. On or about October 24, 2008, Respondent’s criminal
charges Were dismissed bec,anse she completed the terms of her pre-trial diversion agreement.
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ORDER
~ ITIS SO ORDERED that Reg1stered Nurse Llcense No. 461805, heretofore 1ssued to
Respondent Liza Ocampo Asp1ras is revoked.

Pursuant to Government Code section 11520 subdivision (c), Respondent may serve a

wr1tten motion requesting that the Dec1s10n be vacated and stating the grounds relied on within
- seven (7) days after service of the Decision on Respondent. The agency in its discretion may
vacate the Decision and grant a hearing on a showing of good cause, as deﬁned in the statute,
~ This Decision shall become effectlve on %'ZM X 2013
" Itis'so ORDERED '

FOR THE BOARD OF REGISTERED NURSING
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

.
51188491.DOC
DOJ Matter ID:LA2012507795

Attachment;
Exhibit A Accusatlon

DEFAULT DECISION . AND ORDER
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KAMALA D. HARRIS

. Attorney General of California. . ... . ..
KAREN B. CHAPPELLE
Supervising Deputy Attorney General
SYDNEY M., MEHRINGER

State Bar No. 245282 S
300 So. Spring Street, Suite 1702
Los Angeles, CA 90013
Teleplhione: (213) 897-2537
Facsimile: (213) 897-2804
E-mail: Sydney.Mehringer@doj.ca.gov
Attorneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE

... ... __BOARD OF REGISTERED NURSING
' DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
“In the Matter of the Accusation Against: Case No. Z012 - 2%0
LIZA OCAMPO ASPIRAS ‘ |
305 67th Avenue : :
Schererville, IN 46375 o ACCUSATION

Registered Nurse License No. 461805

Respondent.

Compiainant alleges:
v PARTIES

1. Louise R. Bailey, M.Ed., R.N. (“Complainant”) brings this Accusaﬁon solely in her
official capacity as the Executive Ofﬁc_ér of the Board of Registered Nursing, Department of
YConsumer Affairs. |

2. On or about March 31, 1991, the Board of Registered Nursing (“Board”) issued
Registefed Nurse Licénse Number 461805 to Liza Ocampo Aspifas (“Respondent”). The license
was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought herein and expired on

November 30, 2010, and has not been renewed.

JURISDICTION

3. This Accusation is brought before the Board under the authority of the following

-1

"De’puty‘Attor'ney"G"en‘e‘ral"" e

laws. All section references are to the Business and Professions Code unless otherwise indicated. |

Accusation
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any licensee, 1nclud1ng a licensee holdmg a temporary or an inactive license, for any reason

prov1ded in Article 3 (commencing w1th section 2750) of' the Nursmg Practice Act.

5. Section 2764 of the Code provides, in pertinent part, that the expiration of a license
shall not deprive the Board of jurisdiction to proceed with a disciplinary proceeding against the
licensee or to render a decision imposing discipline on the license. Section 2811, subdivision (b)

of the Code provides, in pertinent part, that the Board may renew an expired license at any time

“within eight years after the expiration. = ~ -~ T 7 T o omomm
6. Section 118, subdivision (b), of the Code provides that the suspension, expiration,

surrender, or cancellation of a license shall not deprive the Board of jurisdiction to proceed with a

disciplinary action during the period within which the license may bé renewed, restored, reissﬁed |
or reinstated. | |

STATUTES
. Section 2761 of the Code states:
"The board may take disciplinary action against a certified or licensed nurse or denyban

application for a certificate or license for any of the following:

"(a) Unprofessional conduct, which includes, but is not limited to, the following:

"(4) Denial of licensure, revocation, suspension, restriction, or any other disciplinary action
against a health care professionai license or certificate by another state or territory of the United

States, by any other government agency, or by another California health care prdfessional

\
action."

COST RECOVERY

8.  Section 125.3 of the Code provides, in pertinent part:
"(a) Except as otherwise provided by law, in any order issued in resolution of a disciplinary

proceeding before any board within the department or before the Osteopathic Medical Board,

2

4. Section 2750 of the Code bdeidés in pertinent part, that the Board may diééip[ine' S

licensing board. A certified copy of the decision or judgment shall be conclusive evidence of that |

Accusation
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upon request of the entity bringing theproceeding, the administrative law judge may direct a

licentiate found to have committed a violation or violations of the licensing act to pay asumnot |

to exceed the reasonable costs of the investigation and enforcement of the case.
"(i) Nothing in this section shall preclude a board from including the recovery of the costs
of investigation and enforcement of a case in any stipulated settlement."

CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Disciplinary Action by the Indiana State Board of Nursing)
A Res’p’on’d‘ent’i'é subject to disciplinary action under Code section 2761, subdivision
(a)(4) for unprofessional conduct in that Respondent’s license to practice nursing was disciplined
by the Indiana State Board of Nursing (“Indiana Board™).as follows:

10. On or about December 14,i 2009, the Indiana Board entered ﬁndings of fact,
conclusions of law, and made an order pursuant to.a settlement agreement to resolve the
disciplina'rylaction entitled I the Matter of the License of Liza Aspiras, R.N., License No.
28147132A4. In this Order, the Indiana Board found as follows:

() Onor eround August 2002, Respondent vbegan employment as the administrator
- of Christian Home Health Care Services, Inc. (“Christian Home™). This job |
fequired 'Respondentto .be a registered nurse.
(b) Onor about Deeember 7, 2006, Respondent was charged with exploitation. of an

endangered adult and theft, both felonies. On or about October 17, ‘2007,

Respondent was also charged with conversion. The criminal charges alleged as

follows:

(i)  On October 19, 2004, Respondent obtained power of attorney from an
elderly patient, M.D., who was using Respondent and Christian Home for
health care services,

(ti) ' On March 21, 2005, Respondent cashed out M.D.’s retirement annuity in
the amount of $69,679.50 and deposited the money in an account in her

name and M.D.’s name,

Accusation
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(i1i) Respondent wrote a $2,000 check and a $60,000 check to her employees .

~ at Christian Home.

(iv) Respondent made other mlscellaneous w1thd;rawa1s and depleted the

balance of account

(v) M.D. claimed she had not given Respondent permission to cash out the
‘ annuity. _
(vi) = Respondent failed to provide M.D. or M.D.’s appointed guardian with an
accounting of the money.

"~ (¢) " Respondent did not admit tothe 'Cha’rgés;‘sta:téd"that shé did not intend o

 defraud M.D., and further stated that she was trying to take care of MD.at |

M.D.’s request.
‘(d)' Respondent agreed to a stipulated, pre-trial diversion agreement conditioned
_upon payment of restitution in the amount of $64,067.18. On or about October
24, 2008, Respondent’s criminal charges were dismissed because she completed
the terms of her pre-trial diversion agreement.

11. * As aresult of these findings, the Indiana Board concluded Respondent had violated
Indiana statutes governing professional nursing and ordered her nursing license disciplined by
way of placing Reepondent’s nuréing license on indefinite probation subject to certain terms and
conditions. | | . |

- PRAYER |

WHEREFORE, Complainant requests that a hearing be held on the matters herein alleged,
and that following the hearing, the Board of Registered Nursing issue a decision;

1. Revoking or suspending Registered Nurse License Number 461805, issued to Liza
Ocampo Aspiras; _

2. Ofdering LiZa Ocampo Aspiras to pay the Board thereasonable costs of the
investigation and enforcement of this case, pursuant to Business and Professions Code section
125.3; and
177

Accusation
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3. Taking such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper. -

N

~1 w

WA b

/LOUISE R. BAILEY, M.ED., R.N.
é’( Executive Officer
Board of Registered Nursing
State of California '
Complainant

LA2012507795
51167697.doc
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